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Mr. Hoover also laid before Mr. Harding his own prescrip- 
tion for a restoration of sound conditions in Europe, as fol- 
lows: 

First. Extension of credits to European countries to revive 
the export trade of the United States. The extension of 
credits should amount to an investment of American capital 
in European enterprises with the definite idea of putting the 
European nations on their feet and getting them back to 
work. 

Second. Determination of the exact amount and- terms of 
the indemnity Germany must pay, as the only means of 
restoring industrial and agricultural activity in Germany. 

Third. Adoption of some plan to put Russia back in the 
ranks of producing nations. 

THE HARVEY PLAN 

From the Harding headquarters there issued on the 13th 
the following statement of a plan favored ' by "Colonel" 
George B. Harvey and discussed by him and Mr. Harding. 
It read: 

The whole topic of discussion between the two has been a 
proposal which dwarfs all previous propositions designed to 
perpetuate peace and to democratize the world. It was, in 
brief, that the United States should stand as a sponsor for 
an association of peoples who should pledge their respective 
governments for all time never to engage in offensive warfare 
until the question will be submitted to, and decided by, the 
people themselves. 

The President-elect declined to discuss the latter, but 
Colonel Harvey, while disclaiming any authority to speak 
for him, personally espoused the idea with vigor, and ex- 
pressed the belief that a practicable plan could be devised 
through friendly consultation and helpful co-operation with 
other nations. Of the merits of the proposal, if it can be 
made effective, he thought there could not be any doubt in 
any mind sensitive to the highest ideals and most worthy 
traditions of America. 

MR. ROOT IN CONFERENCE 
On the 13th Mr. Harding had a three-hours' conference 
with Mr. Elihu Root, in which the latter gave special atten- 
tion to description of the plan for the International Court of 
the League, which, the same day, was being approved, with- 
out any compulsory feature, by the Assembly at Geneva. 
After the conference with the President-elect Mr. Root gave to 
the press a detailed rtJsume of the history of the movement 
in this country for settlement of international disputes by 
arbitration and by adjudication, and he explained how the 
plan for which he was contending would go beyond the work 
of The Hague conferences and provide the League with an 
indispensable instrument of service. 



CHANGES IN THE RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE OF JURISTS 

The Assembly of the League of Nations, meeting at Gen- 
eva, has made certain fundamental changes in the project 
submitted by the Committee of Jurists, which met at The 
Hague during June and July. The essential changes are in 
Articles 34, 36, 37. The original of each of these articles, 
together with its revised form, follows : 

Article 34 (original). 

Between States which are members of the League of Na- 
tions, the court shall have jurisdiction (and this without 



any special convention giving it jurisdiction) to hear and 
determine cases of a legal nature, concerning — 

(a) The interpretation of a treaty ; 

(6) Any question of international law; 

(c) The existence of any fact which, if established, 

would constitute a breach of an international 
obligation ; 

(d) The nature or extent of reparation to be made for 

the breach of an international obligation ; 

(e) The interpretation of a sentence passed by the 

court. 

The court shall also take cognizance of all disputes of any 
kind which may be submitted to it by a general or particular 
convention between the parties. 

In the event of a dispute as to whether a certain case 
comes within any of the categories above mentioned, the 
matter shall be settled by the decision of the court. 

Article 34 (as adopted). 

Without prejudice to the right of the parties, according to 
Article 12 of the Covenant, to submit disputes between them 
either to judicial settlement or arbitration or to inquiry by 
the Council, the court shall have jurisdiction (and this with- 
out any special agreement giving it jurisdiction) to hear and 
determine disputes the settlement of which is by treaties in 
force entrusted to it or to the tribunal instituted by the 
League of Nations. 

Article 36 (original). 

The court shall give an advisory opinion upon any ques- 
tion or dispute of an international nature referred to it by 
the Council or Assembly. 

When the court shall give an opinion on a question of an 
international nature which does not refer to any dispute that 
may have arisen, it shall appoint a special commission of 
from three to five members. 

When it shall give an opinion upon a question which forms 
the subject of an existing dispute, it shall do so under the 
same conditions as if the case had been actually submitted 
to it for decision. 

Article 36 (as adopted). 

When the parties to a dispute agree to submit it to the 
jurisdiction of the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
the court shall, in the first place, apply the rules of pro- 
cedure which may have been laid down in the agreement, 
and, in the second place, in so far as they are applicable, the 
rules of procedure contained in The Hague Convention of 
1907 for the pacific settlement of international disputes, 
always provided such rules are consistent with the provisions 
of Articles 1-36, 37, 39, 49, and 59 of the present convention. 

Article 37 (original). 

The official language of the court shall be French. 
The court may, at the request of the contesting parties, 
authorize another language to be used before it. 

Article 37 (as adopted). 

The official languages of the court shall be French and 
English. If the parties agree that the case shall be con- 
ducted in French, the judgment will be delivered in French. 
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If the parties agree that the case shall be conducted iu 
English, the judgment will be delivered in English. 

In the absence of an agreement as to which language shall 
be employed, each party may, in the pleadings, use the 
language which it prefers ; the decision of the court will be 
given in both languages. In this case the court will at the 
same time determine which of the two texts shall be con- 
sidered as authoritative. 

The court may, at the request of the parties, authorize a 
language other than French or English to be used. 



ARMENIA, THE POWERS, AND THE 
UNITED STATES 

On November 25 the Council of the League, after receipt 
of news from Armenia indicating the gravity of the situa- 
tion, sent out a call to the nations signatory to the treaty, 
asking some one or more of them to act as mediator between 
Mustapha Kemul Pasha, the leader of the Turkish National- 
ist Party, and the Armenians. In addition, the appended 
communication was dispatched by cable to President Wilson. 
It read: 

The Assembly of the League of Nations passed on Novem- 
ber 22 a resolution couched in the following terms: "The 
Assembly, anxious to co-operate with the Council in order 
to put an end within the shortest time possible to the horrors 
of the Armenian tragedy, has requested the Council to arrive 
at an understanding with the governments with the view of 
entrusting a power with the task of taking necessary meas- 
ures to stop hostilities between the Kemalists and the Ar- 
menians." 

The Council of the League has, after consideration, de- 
cided to transmit this resolution to the governments of all 
States members of the League and also to the Government 
of the United States. The object is to find a power which 
will use its good offices to put an end as speedily as possible 
to the present terrible tragedy. 

The proposal does not involve a repetition of the invita- 
tion to accept a mandate for Armenia. The Council does' 
not wish to suggest an assumption of duties which might be 
unwelcomed, but has felt bound to offer to the United States 
the opportunity of undertaking this humanitarian task, since 
the fate of Armenia always has been of special interest to 
the American people, and the President of the United States 
has already agreed to delimit the boundaries of that country. 
As the matter is of great urgency, the Council ventures to 
ask for a reply with the shortest possible delay. 

PRESIDENT WILSON'S GUARDED REPLY 

President Wilson, on November 30, in a guarded commu- 
nication, making clear the limitations under which he must 
act, accepted the post of mediator. He said : 

President of the Council of the League of Nations, Geneva, 
Switzerland: 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your cabled 
message, setting forth the resolution adopted by the Assem- 
bly of the League of Nations, requesting the Council of the 
League to arrive at an understanding with the governments 
with a view to entrusting a power with the task of taking 
the necessary measures to stop the hostilities in Armenia. 

You offer to the United States the opportunity of under- 
taking the humanitarian task of using its good offices to end 
the present tragedy being enacted in Armenia, and you as- 
sure me that your proposal involves no repetition of the 
invitation to accept a mandate for Armenia. 

While the invitation to accept a mandate for Armenia has 
been rejected by the Senate of the United States, this coun- 
try has repeatedly declared its solicitude for the fate and 
welfare of the Armenian people, in a manner and to an ex- 



tent that justifies you in saying that the fate of Armenia 
has always been of special interest to the American people; 

Personal Mediation Offered 

I am without authorization to offer or employ the military 
forces of the United States in any project for the relief of 
Armenia, and any material contributions would require the 
authorization of the Congress which is now in session and 
whose action I could not forecast. I am willing, however, 
upon assurances of the moral and diplomatic support of the 
principal powers, and in a spirit of sympathetic response to 
the request of the Council of the League of Nations, to use 
my good offices and to proffer my personal mediation through 
a representative whom I may designate, to end the hostili- 
ties now being waged against the Armenian people and to 
bring peace and accord to the contending parties, relying 
upon the Council of the League of Nations to suggest to me 
the avenues through which my proffer should be conveyed 
and the parties to whom it should be addressed. 

Woodbow Wilson. 

AMERICAN LOAN PROPOSED 

President Wilson, in his message to Congress, December 7, 
said: 

In response to what I believe to be the impulse of sym- 
pathy and opinion throughout the United States, I earnestly 
suggest that the Congress authorize the Treasury of the 
United States to make to the struggling government of Ar- 
menia such a loan as was made to several of the allied gov- 
ernments during the war ; and I would also suggest that it 
would be desirable to provide in the legislation itself that 
the expenditure of the money thus loaned should be under 
the supervision of a commission, or at least a commissioner, 
from the United States, in order that revolutionary tenden- 
cies within Armenia itself might not be afforded by the loan 
a further tempting opportunity. 

ARMENIA'S HOME TROUBLES 

Prior to sending his reply the President had forwarded 
to the League officials his report as their agent in reporting 
on suitable boundaries for Armenia that should receive the 
League's protection. But while the League's officials were 
considering ways and means of giving effect to the mediat- 
ing enterprise on terms laid by President Wilson, the Turk- 
ish Nationalists and the Armenians were facing a proposi- 
tion laid down in the following terms : 

First. Armenia shall renounce its benefits under the Sevres 
Treaty. 

Second. Armenia shall adopt a friendly policy toward 
Turkey. 

Third. Turks living within the Republic of Armenia shall 
receive full protection. 

Moreover, the Armenians had to consider the intimate re- 
lations existing between the Turkish Nationalists and the 
Russian Government, broadly set forth in the following plat- 
form of co-operative action in the Near East: 

1. Assurance on the territorial integrity of Turkey and 
restoration of Turkish administration in regions entirely in- 
habited by Turks. 

2. Turkish control to be established in the new States of 
Arabia and Syria. 

3. Facilities to be accorded Russian delegates with a view 
to the development of communism in Turkey. 

4. Russia and Turkey agree to "liberate Moslem countries, 
such as India, Algeria, Egypt, Morocco, and Tunisia from 
foreign yoke and grant them independence." 

5. Russia recognizes the independence of the Moslem 
States in her territory and guarantees their integrity. 

6. Russia agrees to grant financial and material aid to 
Turkey. 



